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Period for Reply 


A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/5/2008 has been entered. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2-12,14-17,20-33,41,45 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wilkie. 

Wilkie discloses the field of the invention, including a hull, a hollow mast mounted 
to the hull and including two side portions which extend laterally outwardly and upwardly 
of the hull, and are joined at the top, and an upwardly extending main spar attached 
near the apex of the mast. 

Wilkie does not discuss the width of the mast relative to hull. As shown, the width 
of the mast is virtually the same as the maximum beam width. 

It would have been well within the level of skill of the ordinary routineer working in 
the art, and obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to widen 
the mast of Wilkie such that it is wider than the hull width. Such would have provided 


Application/Control Number: 1 0/561 ,666 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3617 

exactly the results as expected. Wilkie clearly provides such an outward bowing of the 
mast for the same reason as in the present invention, so as to provide clearance for the 
boom/spar. Enhancing this clearance by increasing the degree of the bowing is not 
considered a patentable distinction in the art. 

Such a combination would have been desirable so as to provide increased 
clearance for the spar. 

Re claims 2-4, since applicant has seen fit to amend certain claims to define a 
"closed loop", it is assumed that claims 2-4 setting forth a "loop" do not require such to 
be closed, and therefore the mast of Wilkie meets such limitations. 

Re claim 14, since the mast of Wilkie is removably accommodated in deck 
sockets, such in capable of movement to the orientation as claimed. 

Re claim 16, once the mast is removed from the sockets, pivotal movement 
about the portions resting on the deck would be inherency. 

Re claim 23, Wilkie specifically mentions alternative attachment to the bow, or a 
bowsprit. 

Re claim 31 , such is merely dependent upon the size of sail chosen, and is 
therefore considered to have been an obvious design consideration, well within the level 
of skill of the ordinary routineer working in the art at the time of the invention. 

Re claim 33, again such is dependent on sail size, and such is treated as above. 
4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wilkie in 
view of Kunz. 

Wilkie fails to show his hollow mast as being closed and filled with foam. 
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Kunz teaches the filling of a mast with foam. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to fill the mast of Wilkie with foam as taught by Kunz. Such a filling would 
inherently close the mast as well. 

Such a combination would have been desirable so as to aid in recovery after 
overturning. 

5. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wilkie in view of Stampe. 

Wilkie fails to show stays. 

Stampe teaches fore and aft stays for supporting the mast. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide supporting stays to the mast of Wilkie as taught by Stampe. 

Such a combination would have been desirable so as to provide for the safety of 
the crew. 

Re claim 19, provision of stay tensioners is notoriously old and well known in the 
art, and provision of such in the stays of Wilkie would have been obvious to the ordinary 
routineer working in the art at the time of the invention. 

Such a modification would have been desirable so as to provide a means to 
compensate for stretched stays. 

6. Claims 25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wilkie in view of Prolss. 
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Wilkie fails to show the notoriously old and well known mast/boom configuration 
in which such are tapered from one end to the other, as illustrated by Prolss. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to taper the boom and mast of Wilkie as taught by Prolss. 

Such a combination would have been desirable, since it is known that bending 
loads will lessen as progression from one end of the boom to the other occurs, and 
therefore the amount of material employed and therefore the weight of the boom can be 
reduced, as compared with a boom of constant diameter. 

Re claim 26, such is inherent with a tapered component. 

7. Claims 35-39 and 47 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 5/5/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the mast of Wilkie does not extend outwardly beyond the 
hull as now claimed. 

The examiner agrees that the mast of Wilkie as shown may not extend outwardly 
beyond the hull as now claimed, however, a slight widening of the width would not have 
provided any unexpected results to the ordinary routineer working in the art at the time 
of the invention. If faced with a condition where undesirable contact of the boom and 
mast occurs, the solution of widening the mast would have been immediately 
recognized. Although the mast of Wilkie may not extend outwardly to the same degree 
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as that of the present invention, figure 2 clearly shows a slight outward bowing of the 
mast such that it extends outwardly to an amount substantially equivalent to the widest 
beam of the hull. 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Koreeda discloses a mast mounted to the hull and including a side portion which 
when rotated sufficiently will extend laterally outwardly of the hull, and such extends 
inwardly at the top. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ed Swinehart whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6688. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 6:30 am to 
2:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Samuel Morano can be reached on 571-272-6684. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


/Ed Swinehart/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3617 


